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Abstract. We present an approach to constructing a practical coarsening algorithm and in-
terpolation operator for the algebraic multigrid (AMG) method, tailored towards systems of partial
differential equations (PDEs) with large near-kernels, such as H(curl) and H(div). Our method
builds on compatible relaxation (CR) and the ideal interpolation model within the generalized AMG
(GAMG) framework but introduces several modifications to define an AMG method for PDE sys-
tems. We construct an interpolation operator through a coarsening process that first coarsens a
nodal dual problem and then builds the coarse and fine variables using a matching algorithm. Our
interpolation follows the ideal formulation; however, we enhance the sparsity of ideal interpolation
by decoupling the fine and coarse variables completely. When the coarse variables align with the
geometric refinement, our method reproduces re-discretization on unstructured meshes. Together
with an automatic smoother construction scheme that identifies the local near kernels, our approach
forms a complete two-grid method. Finally, we also show numerical results that demonstrate the
effectiveness of this interpolation scheme by applying it to targeted problems and the Stokes system.
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1 Introduction AMG is an algorithm for solving linear systems of equations
typically derived from the discretization of a partial differential equation,

(1.1) Au = f ,

where A ∈ Rn×n is a sparse matrix. AMG constructs a fast solver through a com-
plementary process of relaxation and coarse-grid correction. Unlike geometric multi-
grid (GMG), AMG and adaptive and bootstrap AMG methods are designed to treat
smooth as well as oscillatory errors that yield small residuals after relaxation. The ba-
sic approach in AMG is to identify the smooth error (i.e., error not effectively reduced
by relaxation) and then coarsen and build interpolation that directly approximates
and treats such error. For scalar systems, one assumes the constant represents smooth
errors locally, and this assumption is the key to the design of classical AMG [14].

For PDE systems, the notion of smooth error and complementarity of coarse-grid
correction (for a fixed smoother) is not as well understood. Our focus is on developing
AMG techniques and obtaining insights into the AMG coarsening process for PDE
systems. The two-grid scheme is summarized by the error propagator

(1.2) ETG = (I −M−1A)(I − PA−1
c PTA),

where M defines the smoother, P ∈ Rn×nc denotes the interpolation matrix that
maps error corrections to the fine level and Ac = PTAP is the coarse-level system
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matrix. One of the main goals of this paper is to define a proper splitting of the
degrees of freedom (DoFs) into coarse and fine.

Assuming that the system matrix A is symmetric, the generalized AMG two-grid
theory can be summarized as follows [6, 7, 3].

∥ETG∥2A ≤ 1− 1

K
, where K := K(PR) = sup

e

∥(I − PR)e∥2
M̃

∥e∥2A
≥ 1,(1.3)

where M̃ = M(M+MT−A)−1MT is the symmetrized smoother. Here, R : Rn 7→ Rnc

is any matrix for which RP = Ic, the identity on Rnc , so that PR is a projection onto
range(P ). The derivation of the GAMG theory [6] which we use to design our AMG
solver begins with the ℓ2-space decomposition of V = Rn = Rns ⊕Rnc into a basis for
the fine variables, the columns of the matrix S ∈ Rn×ns , and a basis for the coarse
variables, the columns of the matrix RT ∈ Rn×nc . If we assume the orthogonality
conditions RS = 0, STS = Is, and RRT = Ic as in GAMG, then

(1.4) u = QSu+QRu = Sus +RTuc, QS = SST , QR = RTR,

with us denoting the fine variables and uc the coarse variables in these new bases.
The corresponding generalized form of ideal interpolation used as motivation is then:

P⋆ := arg min
P :RP=Ic

K(PR) =
[
S RT

] [ −(STAS)−1(START )
I

]
= (I − S(STAS)−1STA)RT .

(1.5)

This form of ideal interpolation gives a global harmonic extension in these new bases
that minimizes the convergence rate for a fixed smoother. Importantly, the ideal inter-
polation operator is closely related to the convergence of CR, namely, fast convergence
of CR implies uniform convergence of the two-level method using ideal interpolation.

A general two-level method in the GAMG framework using CR is given by a
smoother B ≈ A−1 and choices of R and S that define the coarse-level correction,
yielding the error propagator:

(1.6) ETL = (I −QS B QSA)(I − πA(P⋆)), πA(P⋆) := P⋆(P
T
⋆ AP⋆)

−1P⋆A,

where the first term defines the CR iteration. Assuming that A is SPD and the
smoother is invertible, we define the primary compatible relaxation iteration and its
error transfer matrix, both based on this ℓ2 splitting, as follows:

(1.7) uk+1 = uk +QSM
−1QSArk and ek+1 = (I −QSM

−1QSA)ek,

where we set B = M−1. We note that other CR methods are possible as error transfer
iterations; for example, we can define S-relaxation and Habituated CR, respectively:

(1.8) ek+1
S = (Is −M−1

S AS)e
k
S and ek+1 = QS(I −M−1A)QSe

k,

where XS := STXS for an invertible matrix X. The former S-relaxation method can
be turned into an actual iterative method with proper choices of R and S as shown
below, whereas the latter habituated CR accounts for the global smoother’s action
and, hence, can be used to tune the smoothing parameter to obtain fast convergence.
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2 Featured systems Our focus in this paper is to develop AMG methods for
near-singular PDE systems of the bilinear form:

(2.1) A(u,v) = (u,v)X + β(u,v),

for vector function u,v ∈ X, where (·, ·) , (·, ·)X are the inner product on L2(Ω) and
X, X = H(Ω; curl) or H(Ω; div) and β > 0 is small. When β −→ 0, these problems
have large near-kernels which make traditional pointwise smoothers ineffective. For
example, in the case of H(curl), equation (2.1) becomes the shifted curl-curl system.
Discretizing it with lowest-order Nédélec edge finite elements [12, 10] gives A = As +
βAm ∈ Rn×n with As and Am denoting the stiffness and the mass matrices. An
important property of the curl-curl system is that the resulting matrix A has a large
O(n) local near nullspace when β is small. In this case, non-pointwise smoothers [9]
are needed in order to obtain an optimal-order multigrid method.

3 Automated construction of smoothers The first task in designing AMG
for PDE systems is to define an appropriate smoother. For problems with local near
kernels, we propose the use of the algorithm in [5] for the automated construction of
AMG smoothers. The method simultaneously builds the smoother and computes the
local near kernel that we use to define the coarse variables. Given its central role in
our AMG algorithm, we include a detailed description of the method from [5].

An automatic scheme for smoother construction is proposed in [5]. Given A and
a coarsening factor m (used in the AMG coarsening algorithm to select the coarse
variables), the algorithm starts by constructing all diameter m sets Di for each DoF
i. Next, we check for near null space components in the corresponding principal
submatrix by computing a local eigen-decomposition (or more generally an SVD). To
construct a diameter m set for a given DoF i, we first find all its distance m neighbors
based on the matrix graph of A. For each j in this neighborhood, we define the
diameter m set as the intersection of all distance k neighborhoods of i and j, where
k < m. The overall approach is summarized in algorithm 3.1. The parameter ϵ serves
as a filter to select only the near-kernel modes.

Algorithm 3.1 Computing local near kernel of A and associated index sets

1: function findLocalNearKernels(A, m, ϵ)
N = ∅

2: for all i do
3: Construct list Di of all diameter m sets for node i
4: for all Ωij in Di do
5: Solve A(Ωij ,Ωij)v = λminv
6: if λmin ≤ ϵ then
7: N =

[
N, u

]
, where uΩij

= v and 0 elsewhere
8: end if
9: end for

10: end for
11: return N
12: end function

Given the near-kernel matrix N and its supports defined by index sets {Ωℓ}Ll=1,
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we consider distributive and overlapping multiplicative Schwarz methods

(3.1) ED = I −N(NTAN)∼1NTA and EMS =

L∏
i=1

(
I − IiA

−1
i ITi A

)
,

respectively. The notation ∼ 1 for the distributive smoother indicates “approximate
inverse” using one sweep of a pointwise smoother, e.g. Gauss-Seidel, to ensure global
smoothing on all DoFs. Overall, the algorithm leads to distributive smoothers such
as the Hiptmair smoother or star-patch relaxation methods based on the Pavarino-
Arnold-Faulk-Winther type splittings in the case N corresponds to discrete grads,
curls, and divs, respectively.

4 Nodal coarsening and building AMG interpolation We proceed with
a description of the two-level setup algorithm, i.e., our coarsening algorithm. The
following three steps summarize the overall approach:

1. Use the Algorithm 3.1 to compute the local near kernel matrix N .
2. Coarsen AN = NTAN using classical C/F splitting of cN and fN, which

correspond to indices in the local near kernels. Then build appropriate coarse
and fine variables RT and S by Algorithm 4.1.

3. Compute the operator defined in (1.5) and the Galerkin operator PTAP .

In the case of H1, we set N as the constant vector and run classical AMG. In practice,
we can use CR to monitor the quality of the coarse grid as fast convergence of CR
implies uniform convergence of the two-level method. Hence, CR not only guides our
coarsening process but also serves as a main theoretical tool in the design of AMG.

4.1 AMG interpolation The construction of our AMG interpolation uses the
definition of the generalized ideal interpolation operator defined in (1.5), where, again,
R and S store the coarse and fine variables as in (1.4). In classical AMG, the coarse
and fine variables take the form

(4.1) R =
[
0 I

]
, S =

[
I
0

]
It is clear that this type of coarsening simply injects a subset of fine DoFs into the
coarse mesh without preserving any near kernels structures. This becomes particu-
larly problematic when local near kernels overlap and errors consisting of the linear
combination of these overlapping near kernel components lead to stagnation in the
convergence of the two-grid method with standard ideal interpolation. Instead, for
these problems, it is important to preserve the proper averaging (orientation) of the
local near kernel components when defining the coarse variables.

4.2 Inspiration from geometric interpolation To inspire the algebraic con-
struction of our interpolation, we begin with the curl-curl problem on a uniform quad-
rilateral mesh. A window of the mesh of 4 elements with 12 DoFs, each defined by
the tangential component of an edge, is illustrated in Figure 4.1b. We can partition
these 12 DoFs into the external DoFs highlighted in red and the interior DoFs. The
corresponding geometric coarse mesh, also highlighted in red, contains 4 DoFs, rep-
resented by the dashed red circles enclosing the fine DoFs. Specifically, each coarse
edge is subdivided into two fine edges, and the mesh spacing between the nodes is
doubled. Here, the red circles also depict our matching coarsening algorithm.

The overall coarsening we choose is then described by the choice of coarse and
fine variables on the exterior and interior DoFs. To explain our findings, we begin

4



(a) Nodal coarsening (b) Pattern in R (c) Vertical stencil (d) Horizontal stencil

Fig. 4.1: Curl-curl on uniform quadrilateral mesh.

with the geometric choice of R and S:

(4.2) RE := 1√
2

[
I I

]
, SE :=

1√
2

[
I
−I

]
, and SI :=

[
I
0

]
,

with subscripts I, E denoting the interior and exterior edges, respectively. Here, we
notice that the choice of RE and SE coincides with that of Theorem 6.2 in [6].
Although the example there is H(div), the geometric coarse mesh is identical.

In our construction, we take the AMG approach and instead build the near kernel
that is encoded in N directly into the definition of the coarse variables so that

(4.3) REG
:= 1√

2

[
±I ±I

]
.

Here, the + or − must be consistent with the underlying orientations in the fine
grid near kernels. For instance, in Figure 4.1a, since edges 5 and 6 share the same
orientation, the corresponding row in R contains 1’s at positions 5 and 6, and 0’s
elsewhere. If one of the edges has an opposite orientation, its sign in R must be flipped
accordingly. The coarse variables now preserve the near kernels (grad, curl and/or
div) exactly. By following correctly oriented paths, we can algebraically construct
arbitrary coarse near-kernel components.

Next, we adopt the AMG approach by incorporating the near kernels directly into
the coarse variables. This is achieved by moving SE to the coarse variables:

(4.4) R :=

[
REG

ST
E

]
and S := SI .

Numerically, we observe that the new coarse variables generate a coarse space that
preserves all necessary gradients and curls. For CR, STAS now is just AFF , and hence,
the AMG smoother we use is fixed. Therefore, our S−relaxation CR defined in (1.7) is
a well-defined reduction-based smoother and iteration (1.6) defines a general two-level
reduction-based AMG method, where F − C smoother can be used in practice.

Finally, we consider computing a sparse approximation to our new ideal P . No-
tably, we find that we can completely drop the SE term from the definition of R and
that the range of this approximation and that of using RE and SE defined in (4.2)
are the same. Though we have not found an appropriate analytical form, we are able
to compute a post-scaling transformation numerically that establishes the equivalence
between the range of these two interpolations for a set of example problems and coarse
grids. One explanation that we do not need SE in our coarse variables is that the
smoother has already dealt with it. The final choices of R and S that we use in our
algorithm are now given by

(4.5) R := REG
and S := SI ,
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which gives the highly localized choices that at the same time preserve the near kernels.
Given R, we compute local harmonic extensions of the tentative interpolation operator
RT , extending the averages to the DoFs defined by S. We note that, by following geo-
metric mesh refinement to define the coarse variable in RT , we are able to reproduce
re-discretization and the boundary conditions on the coarse grid for structured as well
as unstructured meshes. Our new splitting does not follow the GAMG theory in that
our definitions of R and S in the approximation we construct only provide a partial
splitting of Rn. Specifically, we have dim(span(RT )) + dim(span(S)) = nc + ns ≤ n.
We note that, our derivation using AMG techniques recovers the theoretical result
in [4] where the dependence on the partition of unity is removed for AMGe interpo-
lation.

4.3 Algebraic construction of our coarse and fine variables So far, in the
design of our AMG interpolation operator, we have followed the mesh refinement. To
make this process algebraic, we rely on the coarsening of the nodal dual space defined
by NTAN , assuming that N is readily available from Algorithm 3.1. Conceptually,
NTAN defines the scale of the local near kernels, determined by the diameter m in
Algorithm 3.1. Subsequently, we split the DoFs into exterior and interior groups. The
complete algorithm is summarized below.

Algorithm 4.1 construct the interpolation P

1: function formP (A, N)
S = ∅, R = ∅, dof = {1, . . . , n}

2: cN, fN ← C/F splitting (NTAN)
3: for i, j ∈ cN do
4: if i and j are distance-two neighbors then
5: k ← mutual distance-one neighbor of i and j
6: Select {DoF1, DoF2} ⊂ dof that connect i and j through k
7: dof ← dof \ {DoF1, DoF2}
8: end if
9: RT =

[
RT

[
· · · 0 [±1]DoF1

· · · 0 · · · [±1]DoF2
0 · · ·

]T ]
10: end for
11: S ←

[
S

[
Idof 0

]T ]
12: return P⋆ = (I − S(STAS)−1STA)RT

13: end function

In particular, line 3 - line 10 constructs the coarse variables in RT . For every
pair of coarse nodes i, j distance-two neighbors, we connect them by averaging the
two DoFs DoF1 and DoF2 that form a path between them. If multiple paths exist
between them, we only pick one of them based on the labeling order for simplicity. The
definition of coarse variables must be consistent with the near kernel at the related
fine DoFs, and the orientations of the near kernel for the fine DoFs can be determined
from the corresponding rows of N . The paths in the coarse variables naturally define
the exterior DoFs. Therefore, the remaining DoFs belong to the interior where we
assign them as Euclidean basis in S. In terms of building AMG interpolation, our
approach shares similar ideas with [13] to preserve near kernels on the coarse mesh
algebraically through averaging with the correct orientations.

To illustrate the idea, we apply Algorithm 4.1 to the same curl-curl example
in Figure 4.1a. First, we run a C/F splitting on NTAN , which returns a nodal
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full coarsening set marked in red. We then form length-two paths by selecting edge
DoFs between node pairs {1, 2}, {1, 3}, {2, 4}, {3, 4}. As a result, coarse variables in
RT are identical to those obtained by following the refinement pattern illustrated in
Figure 4.1b.

In general, Algorithm 4.1 does not obtain geometric refinement. Nevertheless, we
still maintain a near kernel structure algebraically on the coarse mesh. For example,
consider the curl-curl problem on a uniform triangular mesh in Figure 4.2. Here,
the Dirichlet boundary condition (u × n = 0) is enforced along the black dotted
line. Applying Algorithm 4.1 produces the pattern shown in Figure 4.2b, where the
length-two paths are highlighted as solid red straight lines. Notably, the coarse DoFs
of length-two paths form a variant of 2h-near kernels on the coarse mesh. One such
2h-kernel is marked with red dotted lines, where each line represents a path between
two coarse nodes. Due to the Dirichlet boundary condition, the absence of coarse
nodes on the boundary prevents forming paths to the boundary. As a result, some
near kernels near the boundary may be excluded when constructing coarse variables.

(a) Refinement (b) Algebraic pattern I (c) Algebraic pattern II

Fig. 4.2: Uniform triangular mesh with Dirichlet boundary conditions

Figure 4.2c presents an alternative coarsening strategy that can be executed al-
gebraically. The idea is to take the support of the near kernels obtained from Algo-
rithm 3.1 at cN as the interior, while the remaining DoFs, highlighted by red lines,
are assigned to the exterior. The underlying principle remains the same. We form
length-two paths between coarse nodes; however, the paths are formed between the
green nodes, while the red coarse nodes are reclassified as fine nodes. This approach
allows us to construct a uniform coarse mesh, represented by green dotted lines, that
closely resembles geometric refinement. While this splitting of the interior and exte-
rior can be obtained algebraically, a key challenge lies in the automatic construction
of R due to the overlapping paths in a specific pattern. A possible solution is to define
a multi-vector preserving set of coarse variables that overlap. Overall, this approach
offers another promising potential strategy for the design of a practical multilevel
recursion that we intend to investigate.

5 Solving saddle-point systems using curl-curl solvers: the Stokes
problem In solving saddle-point systems using our proposed AMG solver for PDE
systems, we follow the same approach as before, except that now we assume the
block structure of the PDE is given. In this case, our algorithm closely resembles
the methods developed in [11] for curl-curl problems, where the use of classical AMG
coarsening for the nodes and aggregation coarsening for the edges is proposed. Hence,
we apply our setup algorithm and compute a block-diagonal interpolation operator P
for 2x2 block systems of the form:

(5.1) A :=

[
Ae Ae,N

AN,e 0

]
, P =

[
Pe

PN

]
,
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with subscripts e,N denoting edge and nodal DoFs as in curl-curl. For the Marker
and Cell (MAC) finite difference approximation to the Stokes system, we use the same
approach that we used for the curl-curl problem. To justify this, consider the problem
defined on a dual mesh with vertices located at the pressure (nodes) locations and
velocities (edges) connecting them. Since the element-DoF relations for the MAC
scheme are identical to the element-DoF relations for the curl-curl system given in
Figure 4.1, preserving velocities is again accomplished by averaging, i.e., matching
edges between coarse nodes. Hence, the coarse variables for the Stokes problem are the
same as the ones we use to coarsen curl-curl. To further justify this concept, we focus
only the primary global Stokes system by assuming periodic boundary conditions, as
in local Fourier analysis. Then, we apply the classical AMG coarsening algorithm to

AN = AN,eAeAe,N = GTAeG,

where for Stokes we assume that AN,e = GT , Ae,N = G, where G is the discrete
gradient, and we used that Ae = −∆+βI = ∇×∇×−∇∇·+βI with the assumption
that ∇ · u = 0 and β = 0. In this view, up to boundary conditions, coarsening
the Stokes problem is equivalent to coarsening the H(curl) problem from an AMG
perspective, an observation recently made by Hiptmair for no-slip boundary conditions
and Scott for Freudenthal meshes in 2d and 3D [2, 8]. Finally, we mention that, if we
use lowest-order Raviart-Thomas FEM for grad-div systems, then our solver works
for this problem without any modification. Hence, overall, in our AMG framework,
the curl-curl problem, the grad-div problem, and Stokes’ system are essentially all
the same problem, where for the Stokes problem, as we noted above, the divergence
constraint reduces this saddle-point problem to a simpler SPD curl-curl system in
terms of its algebraic coarsening, where we assume the block-diagonal saddle-point
structure of the Stokes system is given.

6 Numerical Results We present numerical results with Algorithm 4.1 ap-
plied to curl-curl model problems with different meshes and boundary conditions. We
only show the curl-curl results as grad-div cases are similar. We set β = 0.01, not-
ing that changing β typically does not affect convergence. We also demonstrate our
solver’s effectiveness for the Stokes system. The compatible relaxation we use is the
habituated version. We run a two-grid AMG cycle with a pre- and a post-smoothing
before restriction and after interpolation, respectively. The convergence tolerance is
10−6. All problems are solved with a nonzero right-hand side generated randomly.

6.1 Curl-curl experiments In Figure 6.1a, curl-curl is discretized on a uni-
form quadrilateral mesh with periodic boundary conditions. For smoothing, we use a
global distributive relaxation followed by an L1-Jacobi sweep with a damping factor
of 0.5. The smoothers are symmetrized to compare with the optimal interpolation
rate. CR is performed on the coarse variables of our algebraic method. For the clas-
sical P⋆, we run a standard C/F splitting routine on A and form P⋆ using R and S
as defined in (4.1). As expected, the result shows that the convergence rate for clas-
sical P⋆ diverges to 1. In contrast, our interpolation recovers the Nédélec geometric
interpolation on this mesh, and shows a rate only slightly higher than the optimal in-
terpolation P♯ [1], which by theory offers the best possible rate for a given coarsening
factor [1]. Additionally, the CR rate demonstrates that the coarse variables selected
by Algorithm 4.1 form a high-quality set, accurately predicting its good convergence.

Figure 6.1b features curl-curl on the uniform triangular mesh but with Dirichlet
boundary conditions. The same smoothers are applied, without symmetrization for
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Fig. 6.1: curl-curl and Stokes tests

simplicity. The convergence rate using the classical P⋆ also deteriorates with increas-
ing problem size. While our interpolation by Algorithm 4.1 still achieves optimal
convergence, the asymptotic rate is slow at 0.94. This is related to our discussion
of Figure 4.2b that our algorithm does not fully account for the boundary condition,
resulting in missing near-kernel components near the boundary and causing degraded
convergence. The high CR rate appropriately predicts the suboptimal choice of the
coarse grid and at the same time produces CR error that is large near the bound-
ary. This indicates that we can use global relaxation as well as CR applied globally
to N and the error. Moreover, algebraically, this suggests that a second pass or
boundary-specific smoothing could complement our algorithm. However, Figure 6.1c
demonstrates that our coarse variable construction is on the right track. We apply the
same two-grid solver as a preconditioner for the conjugate gradient method (PCG).
The plot reaffirms that the classical P⋆ is not a good interpolation even with PCG.
In comparison, our method is quick to converge with PCG with 30 asymptotic it-
erations, approximately double that of the geometric interpolation. This indicates
that our interpolation captures nearly all of the near-kernel modes that are not suf-
ficiently smoothed by the smoother. Overall, this test validates the correctness and
effectiveness of our algebraic construction for preserving the near-kernels on the coarse
grid.

6.2 Stokes experiments In Figure 6.1d, the Stokes system is discretized with
the MAC scheme on the uniform quadrilateral mesh with periodic boundary condi-
tions. We apply a single sweep of the overlapping Schwarz method (Vanka patch
smoother) defined in (3.1) for pre- and post-smoothing. First, our two-grid method
employs the block interpolation defined in (5.1), where Pe is the same interpolation
our algorithm constructed for the test in Figure 6.1a. The uniform convergence rate
confirms the close relation between the H(curl) and Stokes schemes. Next, we form
a global interpolation P in the ideal interpolation form by assembling a global S
and R that combines the fine and coarse variables defined in the S’s and the R’s
for Pe and Pn, respectively. This test further supports the claim of using a stable
discretization of the Stokes system using Nédélec elements as discussed in Section 5.
We also consider a sparse approximation to P for the Stokes problem, with results
shown in Figure 6.2 under the same discretization and boundary conditions. We
form the block interpolation in (5.1) but instead replaced Pe by its tentative RT .
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This interpolation directly preserves the constant and can be viewed as a sparse
approximation to P⋆. We also construct an alternative RT that forms length-two
paths of velocity DoFs connecting adjacent pressure nodal DoFs in the diagonal
directions. The corresponding second P is labeled “(w/ diagonal)” in Figure 6.2.

0 10,000 20,000 30,000
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

DoFs
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o
n
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e
r
g
e
n
c
e

r
a
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e

unsmoothed RT

smoothed RT

unsmoothed RT (w/ diagonal)

smoothed RT (w/ diagonal)

Fig. 6.2: Stokes: sparse approximation P

Numerical tests show that in this case,
gradients are preserved on the coarse
grid, and the coarse grid error correc-
tion remains divergence-free. The cases
where RT ’s are smoothed with Richard-
son are also provided, which results in
a solver that resembles the approach
from [15], except that we now coarsen
the pressures nodally. The results show
that unsmoothed RT ’s are already effec-
tive and that the use of one iteration of
Richardson dramatically improves con-
vergence. The operator complexities for
the two-level methods are 1.58, 2.76, 1.79 and 4.29, respectively (in legend order). The
high complexities observed for the cases where we match the diagonals are expected
because the number of the velocities remains the same on the coarse grid. From
an AMG viewpoint, this suggests that in general using interpolation that preserves
gradient structures in Stokes system can benefit the stability on coarse levels.

7 Conclusions Overall, we have reduced coarsening the targeted PDE systems
to finding a suitable nodal coarsening of the fine-level system in the usual AMG way
and then assigning the appropriate averages that preserve the near kernels. Notably,
the quality of the coarse grid can depend on the quality of the nodal coarsening, and
thus we focus our future efforts on fine-tuning this process. The general algebraic
approach that we will explore is using CR to identify inadequately coarsened regions
(e.g., near boundaries) and add coarse variables iteratively until CR achieves uniform
convergence. Alternatively, we can explore additional smoothing near the boundaries
to avoid coarsening these regions altogether. Finally, we note that the overall approach
we propose is a straightforward application of existing ideas in a new way using AMG
principles that we hope will provide insights into the AMG coarsening process for
PDE systems and other challenging problems.
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